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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Receipt is acknowledged of applicant's amendment filed 2/19/2009. Claims 42-53 are 
pending and an action on the merits is as follows. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubUc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 42-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. PG 
Publication 2001/0026125 Al to Yamazaki et al. 

In regard to claim 42, Yamazaki discloses in figure 6 a linear Ught-emitting element, 
comprising: 

a first region, a semiconductor region, a light-emitting region, and a second region 
arranged from nearly a center to a fringe of a section, 

wherein in the semiconductor region, a plurality of gate electrodes are arranged in a 
shape of an island and a nearly concentric circle. 
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In regard to claim 43, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 42 and that the first 
region is a source region (source region 13, paragraph 83), and the second region is a drain 
region (drain region 14, paragraph 83). 
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In regard to claim 44, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 43 and that the linear 
light-emitting element is comprised from a plurality of element regions in which predetermined 
lengths of the same section are formed in a longitudinal direction (each element region 
(discussed in regard to claim 42) have a predetermined length for each section formed in a 
longitudinal direction (the sections have a length and width so are formed in a longitudinal 
direction regardless of axial direction assigned to the word "longitudinal")). 

In regard to claim 45, Yamazaki discloses in figure 6 a linear light-emitting element, 
comprising: 

a first region, a semiconductor region, a Hght-emitting region, and a second region 
arranged from nearly a center to a fringe of a section, 

wherein in the semiconductor region, a plurality of gate electrodes are arranged in a 
shape of an island and a nearly concentric circle and the center region is comprised from a 
conductive region (referring to the figiire provided above, the center is the edge of the first 
region, which is conductive). 

In regard to claim 46, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 45 and that the first 
region is a source region (source region 13, paragraph 83), and the second region is a drain 
region (drain region 14, paragraph 83). 

In regard to claim 47, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 46 and that the linear 
light-emitting element is comprised from a plurality of element regions in which predetermined 
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lengths of the same section are formed in a longitudinal direction (each element region 
(discussed in regard to claim 42) have a predetermined length for each section formed in a 
longitudinal direction (the sections have a length and width so are formed in a longitudinal 
direction regardless of axial direction assigned to the word "longitudinal")). 

In regard to claim 48, Yamazaki discloses in figure 6 a linear Ught-emitting element, 
comprising: 

a first region, a semiconductor region, a plurality of light-emitting regions (the above 
designated light emitting region can be divided into three regions creating a plurality), and a 
second region arranged from nearly a center to a fi-inge of a section, 

wherein in the semiconductor region, a plurality of gate electrodes are arranged in a 
shape of an island and a nearly concentric circle and (please refer to the figure provided above in 
regard to claim 42). 

Applicant is respectfully reminded that while features of an apparatus may be recited 
either structurally or fimctionally, claims directed to an apparatus must be distinguished from the 
prior art in terms of structure rather than fimction. The clause in claim 48, "a light emitting 
intensity of each light emitting region is controlled by a voltage supplied to each gate electrode 
which is arranged between the nearly center and corresponding light emitting region" does not 
structurally distinguish the apparatus from the prior art. See also MPEP §2114. 
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In regard to claim 49, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 48 and that the first 
region is a source region (source region 13, paragraph 83), and the second region is a drain 
region (drain region 14, paragraph 83). 

In regard to claim 50, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 48 and that an element 
region in which the same sections are formed in the longitudinal direction is formed continuously 
or intermittently (the TFT section will be formed intermittently throughout the device). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A palcnl may nol be oblaincd Ihough the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set Ibrth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. PG 
Publication 2001/0026125 Al to Yamazaki et al. as applied to claims 49 and 50 above and 
further in view of U.S. PG publication 2003/0170491 Al to Liao et al. 

In regard to claims 51 and 52, Yamazaki discloses the limitations of claim 49 and 50 
when the above mentioned light emitting region is divided into a plurality of light emitting 
regions. Yamazaki does not disclose that this plurality of light emitting regions comprised a red 
light emitting region, a green light emitting region, and a blue hght emitting region. 
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Liao teaches an organic EL device wherein red, green, and blue light emitting regions are 
stacked on one another to create a white light emission (shown in figure 7). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Yamazaki and Liao before him or her, to modify the light emitting 

regions of Yamazaki to comprise red, green, and blue light emitting regions as taught by Liao in 
order to/for the purpose of producing a white emission device that can be used as a back light. 

In regard to claim 53, Yamazaki discloses in figure 6 a linear hght-emitting element, 
comprising: 

a first region, a semiconductor region, a light-emitting region, and a second region 
arranged fi-om nearly a center to a fiinge of a section, 

wherein in the semiconductor region, a plurality of gate electrodes are arranged in a 
shape of an island and a nearly concentric circle (see above included figure). 

Applicant is respectfully reminded that while features of an apparatus may be recited 
either structurally or fimctionally, claims directed to an apparatus must be distinguished from the 
prior art in terms of structure rather than fimction. The clause in claim 48, "a light emitting 
intensity of each light emitting region is controlled by a voltage supplied to each gate electrode 
which is arranged between the nearly center and corresponding light emitting region" does not 
structurally distinguish the apparatus from the prior art. See also MPEP §2114. 

Yamazaki does not teach the use of color filters arranged at a circumference of the 
second region. 
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Liao teaches a white emission device as discussed above in regard to claims 5 1 and 52, 
and that the use of filters to filter the white light emission to red, blue, and green light emission 
(paragraph 73). The filter is provided between the light emission source and the viewer. This 
filter would be provided on the emission layers and therefore on the circumference (edge) of the 
second region designated in the above included figure. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art, having the teachings of Yamazaki and Liao before him or her, to modify the light emitting 
element of Yamazaki to comprise color filters as taught by Liao in order to/for the purpose of 
having light emission of every primary color without the need for separate emission elements for 
each color. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zachary Snyder whose telephone number is (571)270-5291. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:30AM to 6PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Toan Ton can be reached on (571)272-2303. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Zachary Snyder/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2889 



/Toan Ton/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2889 



